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AMENDMENT AND RESPONSE UNDER 37 C.F.R. §1.111 TO 
NON-FINAL OFFICE ACTION. MAILED JUNE 2. 2006 

Dear Honorable Commissioner: 

In response to the Non-Final Office Action mailed June 2, 2006, Applicants 

submit this timely response and respectfully request reconsideration of the Examiner's 

rejections. 

• Amendmeiits to the Claims are reflected in the listing of claims that 
begins on page 2 of this paper. 

• Remarks/Arguments begin on page 7 of this paper. 
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Zupanick, because these cited references fail to teach each and every limitation of Applicants' 
independent claims 15 and 20. Therefore, Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of the 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) rejection as to independent claims 15 and 20 and correspondingly, as to 
dependent claims 16-18 and 21-23, 27 and 28. 
V, No Waiver 

All of Applicants' arguments and amendments are without prejudice or 
disclaimer. Additionally, Applicants have merely discussed example distinctions from the cited 
references. Other distinctions may exist, and Applicants reserve the right to discuss these 
additional distinctions in a later Response or on Appeal, if appropriate. By not responding to 
additional statements made by the Examiner, Applicants do not acquiesce to the Examiner's 
additional statements, such as, for example, any statements relating to what would be obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art. The example distinctions discussed by Applicants are 
sufficient to overcome the anticipation and obviousness rejections. 

SUMMARY 

In light of the above remarks, Applicants respectfully request reconsideration and 
withdrawal of the outstanding rejections. Applicants further submit that the application is now in 
condition for allowance, and eamestly solicit timely notice of the same. Should the Examiner 
have any questions, comments, or suggestions in furtherance of the prosecution of this 
application, the Examiner is invited to contact the attomey of record by telephone, facsimile, or 
electronic mail. 

Applicants believe that no additional fees are due in association with the filing of 
this Response. However, should the Commissioner deem that any fees are due, the 
Commissioner is authorized to debit the Deposit Account of Baker Botts L.L.P., No. 02-0383, 
for any underpayment of fees that may be due in association with this filing. 

Respectfully submitted, 



(Larey^y Jpr<^r 
I«gisti/&tii)n 47,646 
Baker/Botfts L.L.P. 
910 Louisiana Street 
HoustdH/Texas 77002-4995 
Date: December 14, 2006 Telephone: 713.229.1233 
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